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Eric O. BODNAR 
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Sir: 



In response to the Final Office Action mailed 19 September 2005, Applicant 
submits this Pre-Appeal Brief request for conference review, under the PTO's pilot 
program. 
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REMARKS 

Claims 89-106 are currently pending in this application. 

Rejection of independent claims 89 and 98 under § 102(e) is clearly erroneous 
because (1) the Butler reference teaches something entirely different for what is 
claimed and (2) specific claim elements were explicitly identified that are not present in 
Butler. 

The Technologies Taught by the Disclosure and Reference are Entirely Different 

This application discloses a client-side application with a specially adapted 
embedded browser. This combination receives web pages with specially encoded 
instructions. "Special key tags" encode instructions in a web page to be processed by 
the parent application; other parts of the same web page are to be displayed by the 
embedded browser. Following instructions of the special key tags, the parent 
application may perform any of a wide variety of tasks identified in the specification and 
dependent claims, such as invoking a configuration dialogue (claim 92) or modifying a 
system registry entry for the parent application (claim 93). 

The Butler reference, U.S. Patent 6,771,743, provides a server-side application 

that eliminates the need for a client-side browser. It discloses a voice processing server 

for use with ordinary telephones - not the new-fangled vision cell phones that, run 

browsers, just plain-old-telephones (POTs). Butler's abstract describes: 

A voice processing system, method and computer program product therefor, 
allows telephone callers without computers to access World Wide Web 
pages from the Internet. Usual graphical-based Hyper-Text Mark-Up 
language (HTML) commands are interspersed with special HTML tags 
including the commands and data for forming a voice application, which, 
when run on the voice processing system, provides a voice browser for 
allowing telephone callers to access Web pages. ... 

The Butler voice processing server renders dual-format web pages audibly to 

anonymous telephone callers. We refer to the web pages as dual-format because they 

include both the standard HTML that is interpreted by a browser and a second set of 

commands or links that are ignored by browsers but used by the voice processing 

server to render the web page audibly. Butler's server allows callers with a standard 

telephone that has no display or browser to hear the audible track of dual-format web 

pages. 

Page 2 of 5 

PACE 5/10 * RCVD AT 12/14/2003 0:02:57 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/28 * DNIS: 2738300 * CSID:650 712 0263 " DURATION (mm-ss): 03-48 



'Dec. 14, 2005 3:14PM Haynes Beffel Wolfeld LLP 



No. 2492 P. 6 



Application No.: 09/369,490 Atty Docket No.: PUMA 1024-1 

Separately, for administrative purposes, an authenticated (NOT anonymous) sys 
admin using a computer instead of a telephone can access a graphical interface to 
configure and control Butler's voice processing server. The unremarkable sys admin 
interface is not a novel feature of Bulter's invention and is not accessible to an 
anonymous telephone caller during audible rendering of a web page. 

Applicant's response (AR) mailed June 14, 2005, before the Final Office Action 
(FOA), stressed the great and substantial differences between what Applicants 
disclosed and Butler's voice processing seiver. (AR 5-7) The Examiner (see, FOA 2-4) 
overlooked Applicant's description of Butler's technology and refutation of rejection 
under § 102(e); the Examiner only addressed the application of § 103(a) to dependent 
claims. (FOA 3) Perhaps, the great and substantial differences leave the Examiner 
with nothing to say. There is no way to read Butler's voice processing server on these 
claims. The rejections under § 102(e) inevitably will be reversed on appeal. 

Explicitly Identified Claim Limitations 

Applicant (AR 5-7) expressly identified and quoted limitations that Butler does 

not include. Independent claim 89 includes the limitations: 

the parent application intercepting a web page sent from the web server to 
the embedded browser, the web page including one or more special key 
tags encoded with instructions to the parent application, wherein the special 
key tags are not HTML formatting tags; 

the parent application responding to the encoded instructions by triggering a 
special behavior of the parent application, distinct from displaying the web 
page; and 

the embedded browser displaying at least part of the web page other than 
the special key tags 

These limitations are not found in Butler. First, Butler's voice processing system is not 
architected as an application program with an embedded browser, both modules 
processing parts of the same web page. After all, Butler describes a server that allows 
a telephone handset to audibly reproduce web pages, without any browser at all. The 
voice processing server is remote to the telephone caller client. The ordinary telephone 
does not require an embedded browser to hear audibly rendered content. Butler does 
not attribute to the ordinary telephone either a parent application or an embedded 
browser. 
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Second, assuming, arguendo, that the voice processing server runs a parent 
application, the parent application does not have an embedded browser. The voice 
processing server interface that the Examiner refers to is an administrative interface 
that is accessed from a different computer than the voice processing server (or at least, 
runs as an independent process.) Accessing an administrative interface to a server 
using a browser running on a different computer does not read on a parent application 
with an embedded browser. 

Further, assuming, arguendo, that Butler combines a parent application with an 
embedded web browser, Butler discloses a voice processing server that discards the 
standard HTML of a dual-format web page and uses only audible coded information to 
render the web page to a telephone handset. The part of the web page other than the 
special key tags is thrown away, not displayed. 

None of the limitations of claim 89 are met. The § 102(e) rejection should be 
withdrawn and the claim allowed. 

Independent claim 98 includes the limitations: 
computer-implemented logic adapted to: 

intercept a web page from the web server addressed to the embedded 
browser, the web page including one or more special key tags encoded 
with instructions to the parent application, wherein the special key tags 
are not HTML formatting tags; 

trigger special behavior of the parent application in response to the 
encoded instructions, distinct from displaying the web page; and 

pass to the embedded browser at least part of the intercepted web page 
for the embedded browser to display 

These limitations are not found in Butler, for the reasons given above. 
Therefore, claim 98 should be allowed. 

For reference, we point out that dependent claims 90-93 and 96-97 include 

limitations such as: 

(90) further including the parent application removing the special key tags 
from the web page and passing the revised web page to the embedded 
browser for display. 

(92) further including, as the special behavior of the parent application, 
presenting a set-up dialogue to configure the parent application. 
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(96) further including, as the special behavior of the parent application, 
customizing the web page with user-specific information accessible to the 
parent application and not provided in the intercepted web page. 

(97) further including, as the special behavior of the parent application, 
invoking a handler routine responsive to instructions in auxiliary information 
that is part of the special key tags. 

These limitations further define special behaviors of the parent application that are 
responsive to special key tags. Each of these claims have improperly been rejected 
under § 102(e) based on Butler, which is not even similar to the claimed inventions, 
much less including these detailed limitations. 

Other dependent claims are allowable for reasons given in the previously filed 



Applicant respectfully submits that the pending claims should be allowed without 
full briefing by Applicant and the Examiner. We have gone back and forth in the 
application enough times for the best art to be in front of us and for the decision to be 
made to allow the claims. 

Applicant would welcome an interview, if the conference is so inclined. The 
undersigned can ordinarily be reached at his office at (650) 712-0340 from 8:30 a.m. to 
5:30 p.m. PST, Monday through Friday, and can be reached at his cell phone at (415) 
902-61 12 most other times. 



HAYNES BEFFEL & WOLFELD LLP 
P.O. Box 366 

Half Moon Bay, CA 94019 
Telephone: (650)712-0340 
Facsimile: (650) 7 1 2-0263 



AR. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: 14 December 2005 
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